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Paul Hoch 
2599 LeOoate Avs., 

Berkeley* Ga* 34709 

Bear Paul* 

Herewith •- copy of a CIA document fra® one of the files on s». 

T:~-ay kiok and they ecroea, like in bs 1,2,3, 5 and raultidunous 7o, little by 
little they are dlagorgias sqp, clearly as a rsor-guard action because: taoy saa* 1 - 
going to court on it if I can t avoid if. As I* a prefer. 

» Gr reasons that could color your perceptions and therefore do not specify, a aac 
that to the degree possible you keep this confidential. % this I do act Bean d^s^sxon 
- 9 -th anyone you sa±gfrfc h asre reason to suspect coula have an involvoacntin wha. the 
uiiiS mrt of this document refers to fl'd like tSses to hoi ', it comicential for now) 
but I do Eo an just talking about it to anyone who is not s possible amassed inclusion an 

the "indice-at . ” 

I have dona none of the Basking* this in a true copy of what they gain.- no. 

Obviou ly 1 an suggesting a connection with you, maybe Sal, maybe others I*a not 
writing. While I»o not writing Hal, if you bliove it worthwhile, ask hi a to read it 
aid see if it suggests anything to him. I as not suggesting any devious or so.itts.er 
act or intent by you, so do not nisunderstand this. 

stoat I so suggesting is that on your own you nay be able to figure something out. 

It ia because A do not want to sals influence you in any way that 1 am not Baking 
any further emanation. Xf you want what X think A can sec as possible in ms cs* se» 
but please do it in specific quotations or biter by Baking samdss apaooff. 1 no 
not always kvs easgr access to sy files sad a have the nacu to preserve was. • 

GO &S it SGIi u SJld. li* SSy • 

35 is their Bocuoent Sucber in what tfchy admit having, not what they have supplied. 

If zy suspicions arc correct you nay find careful study and analysis and rerhaps 
Soso checking very much in your own interest* 

If you can figure- cut who the n subjects* arc or ccul- be bv t^.a.r 

intesetts, too. this is part of what X meant by those who coula bs the real suojecs 
or tills "incident report." 

After vou have formed your own opinions independently fesi free to ash se anytni^ 
you nay want to about ms or if you do not sec it why I believe it bus a relationship 
a relationship to you. 

While the Basking includes the identification of the fora I believe enough of at 

, i.v, to ue'Tiit oowblo at what -tot institution used it to IxaititSsy it* 

Ssaaptioas cited were used to relate two two dacas»eats,J54 was no 

distinction so I cannot tell you whether they mean both vb)(6; attu {39 to apply »>o 
fS 54. AS el ffinad it is "pertaining to other par-sens 1 ’ ^ on 6 and "infosaaiaoa rercaLins 
the names of GIA personnel and organisational and ixling aata" on 5. 

Elsewhere and in general the claim to 3 Is described as "due to a deteraiaation that 
the information contained therein involves intelligence sources and methods as»/ff 
3 Q 2 *q "resixjnyiMlity to protect fro® unauthorised disclosure pursuant to section 102 
(d)(3) of the .National Security Act of 1347 and/or section 6 of the Central Intelligence 
Agency Act of 1949." With 6 they say"clacrly unwarranted invonion oi personal privacy. 
I^gues:; they do not consider that they have done this. 


Thanks* 



